The primary purpose of this study was to investigate the influence of an individual's Gender Role Expectations of Pain (GREP) on experimental pain report. One hundred and forty-eight subjects (87 females and 61 males) subjects underwent thermal testing and were asked to report pain threshold, pain tolerance, VAS ratings of pain intensity and unpleasantness, and a computerized visual analogue scales (VAS) rating of pain intensity during the procedure. Subjects completed the GREP questionnaire to assess sex-related stereotypic attributions of pain sensitivity, pain endurance, and willingness to report pain. Consistent with previous research, significant sex differences emerged for measures of pain threshold, pain tolerance, and pain unpleasantness. After statistically controlling for age, GREP scores were significant predictors of threshold, tolerance, and pain unpleasantness, accounting for an additional 7, 11, and 21% of the variance, respectively. Sex remained a significant predictor of pain tolerance in hierarchical regression analyses after controlling for GREP scores. Results provide support for two competing but not mutually exclusive hypotheses related to the sex differences in experimental pain. Both psychosocial factors and first-order, biological sex differences remain as viable explanations for differences in experimental pain report between the sexes. It appears that GREP do play a part in determining an individual's pain report and may be contributing to the sex differences in the laboratory setting.
Introduction
Extensive research has demonstrated that the variability in experimental pain perception results from a variety of sources (Zatzick and Dimsdale, 1990; Fillingim and Maixner, 1995; Riley et al., 1999) . Psychosocial factors, such as expectations, emotions, and an individual's unique learning history are present. Biological variables, including hormonal status and cardiovascular reactivity, may add further differences. Experimental variables include type of pain induction method, pain measures used, environmental cues, experimenter appearance, and possible personal biases. Given these multiple sources of variability, it is remarkable that consistent patterns of pain responsiveness exist in the pain literature. One consistent finding is that of sex differences in response to experimentally induced pain. These differences account for a moderate to large portion of the variance in pain responses, as measured by mean sex effect sizes (defined as the difference between the group means divided by the pooled standard deviation) of 0.55 for pain threshold and 0.57 for pain tolerance (Riley et al., 1998) . These findings have indicated that women generally have an increased sensitivity to experimental pain when compared to men.
However, sex differences have not been found consistently in clinical settings. Further, when statistically significant sex differences in clinical pain report are found, subsequent effect size calculations are small (Robinson et al., 1998) . What may account for this discrepancy? It is hypothesized that the moderate to large differences in men and women's experimental pain report result from an influence of the laboratory setting, where psychosocial constructs are differentially activated between the sexes. 
